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In re Application of: : 

LEE etal. : DECISION SUA SPONTE 

Serial No. : 10/680,578 : TO WITHDRAW HOLDING 

Filed: October 7, 2003 • OF ABANDONMENT 

Attorney Docket No.: 2001.0787/24061.371 



This is a decision, sua sponte, withdrawing the holding of abandonment of the above-identified 
appUcation. 

A final Office action was mailed on August 31, 2007, setting a three-month shortened statutory 
period for response thereto. In apparent failure to receive a response, the appHcation was held 
abandoned and a Notice of Abandonment was mailed on January 22, 2009. 

Although no petition or request to withdraw the holding of abandonment in this application has 
been filed, the Notice of Abandonment is hereby vacated and the holding of abandonment is 
withdrawn in view of the fact that Examiner Vikki Trinh informed appUcant's representative T. 
Murray Smith, on October 16, 2007, that she would issue a new Office action re-opening 
examination on the merits, as is evidenced by the Status Request and Interview Summary letters 
filed by applicant dated 1 1/29/07, 5/22/08, and 1/14/09. Although the conversation is not 
recalled by Examiner Trinh and there is no Examiner's Interview Summary of record, taking into 
consideration Mr. Smith's statements, as well as the fact that the final rejection was indeed not 
proper, the application is not abandoned in fact: 

A new non-final Office action will be prepared by the examiner in due course. 

Inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to Davienne Monbleau, Supervisory Patent 
Examiner of Art Unit 289>, at (5:W>.272- 1 945. 
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